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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Acknowledgment is made of the amendment filed by the applicant on 
05/05/2006, in which: 

2. Independent claim 23 was amended; 

3. Claims 1-23 are currently pending in U.S. Application Serial No. 10/814,403 and 
an Office Action on the merits follows. 



4. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

The amendments to claim 23 is acknowledged and approved by the examiner. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1, 3-9, 11-17 and 19-23 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Meier et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6211887). 

3. Note with respect to claim 1 , 

4. Meier et al. teaches: 

5. A method for providing a graphical representation of data, the method 
comprising: 

(A) Determining a plurality of parameters from a parameter set that relates to a 
dynamic (col. 4, line 8-12); 

(B) Dividing the plurality of parameters into data groups [computer language 
skills of different individuals] (col. 6, line 15-21); 

(C) Defining a plurality of partitions [axes130] for a graphical representation (col. 
3, line 56-63); 

(D) Mapping the data groups to corresponding nodes on the plurality of 
partitions [marker 150] (col. 6, line 5-7); and 

(E) Connecting the nodes graphically with indicia [lines 160] that indicate an 
association between data groups (col. 6, line 22-23). 
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6. Note with respect to claim 3 , 

7. Meier et al. teaches: 

8. The method of claim 1 , comprising: 

Ordering the nodes according to an associated data value (FIG 6). 

9. Note further, the respective nodes/markers are ordered on the axes according to 
the data values. 

10. Note with respect to claim 4 , 

1 1 . Meier et al. teaches: 

1 2. The method of claim 1 , comprising: 

Spacing the nodes according to associated data values (FIG 6). 

13. Note further, the nodes/markers are spaced according to associated data values, 
as, for example, the node of a person with a score of 5 for HTML skills is spaced five 
hash marks/spaces from the origin (FIG 6). 



14. Note with respect to claim 5 , 



15. Meier et al. teaches: 
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16. The method of claim 4, comprising: 

Providing more space for nodes with higher data value (FIG 6). 

17. Note further, the nodes/markers are further away from the origin depending on 
the data value, as for example, the first person with a score of 5 for HTML skills is 
spaced further away from the origin than the second person with a score of 2 (FIG 6). 



18. Note with respect to claim 6 . 

1 9. Meier et al. teaches: 

20. The method of claim 4, comprising: 

Connecting nodes and lines in a piece-wise fashion (col. 6, line 22-24) (FIG 2). 



21 . Note with respect to claim 7 . claim 7 is similar in scope to the claim 3, thus the 
rejections to claim 3 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 7. 

22. Note further, the assigned weight is the data value for a given node (marker 1 50, 
data point). 



23. Note with respect to claim 8 . claim 8 is similar in scope to the claim 4, thus the 
rejections to claim 4 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 8. 
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24. Note further, the assigned weight is the data value for a given node (marker 1 50, 
data point). 

25. Note with respect to claim 9 , claim 9 is similar in scope to the claim 5, thus the 
rejections to claim 5 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 9. 

26. Note further, the assigned weight is the data value for a given node (marker 1 50, 
data point). 

27. Note with respect to claim 1 1 . 

28. Meier et al. teaches: 

29. The method of claim 1 , comprising auto-linking the indicia (col. 6, line 22-24) 
(FIG 2, 6). 

30. Note further, FIG 2 clearly teaches linking the indicia/lines 160, by intermediate 
nodes/marker 150. 



31. Note with respect to claim 12 , 



32. Meier et al. teaches: 
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33. The method of claim 1 , comprising: 
Auto-linking the nodes (col. 6, line 22-24) (FIG 2, 6). 

34. Note further, FIG 2 clearly teaches linking the nodes/markers 150 by the lines 
160, wherein the lines are the indicia. 

35. Note with respect to claim 13 , 

36. Meier et al. teaches: 

37. The method of claim 1 , comprising: 

Fading the indicia (col. 7, line 64-67) (FIG 2, 6). 

38. Note further, canceling displaying a data set among a plurality of data sets is the 
equivalent to completely fading out the undesired data set. 

39. Note with respect to claim 14 , claim 14 is similar in scope to the claim 1, thus the 
rejections to claim 1 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 14. 



40. Note with respect to claim 15 , claim 15 is similar in scope to the claim 3, thus the 
rejections to claim 3 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 15. 
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41 . Note with respect to claim 16 . claim 16 is similar in scope to the claims 7 and 8, 
thus the rejections to claims 7 and 8 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 16. 

42. Note with respect to claim 17 . claim 17 is similar in scope to the claim 4, thus the 
rejections to claim 4 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 17. 

43. Note with respect to claim 19 . claim 1 9 is similar in scope to the claim 1 1 , thus 
the rejections to claim 11 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 19. 

44. Note with respect to claim 20 . claim 20 is similar in scope to the claim 1 , thus the 
rejections to claim 1 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 20. 

45. Note with respect to claim 21 . claim 21 is similar in scope to the claims 7 and 8, 
thus the rejections to claims 7 and 8 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 21 . 



46. Note with respect to claim 22 . claim 22 is similar in scope to the claim 4, thus the 
rejections to claim 4 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 22. 



Application/Control Number: 10/814,403 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2628 



47. Note with respect to claim 23 . claim 23 is similar in scope to the claim 1 , thus the 
rejections to claim 1 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 23. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

48. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

49. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Meier 
et al. as applied to claim 1, 3-9, 11-17 and 19-23 above, and further in view of 
Johnson (U.S. Patent No. 3487308). 

50. Note with respect to claim 2 , 

51 . Meier et al. does not expressly teach: 

52. The method of claim 1 , comprising: 
Ordering the nodes alphanumerically. 

53. Johnson teaches: 

54. The method of claim 1 , comprising: 

Ordering the nodes [best shown in the x-axis] alphanumerically (FIG 1a - f). 

55. Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of an 
ordinary skill in the art to apply the node ordering teachings of Johnson to the graph 
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teachings of Meier et al., because this will allow the easy and quick recognition of the 
data the user desires to observe. 
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56. Claims 10 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Meier as applied to claims 1, 3-9, 11-17 and 19-23 above, and further in view 
of Yonts (U.S. Patent No. 6590577). 

57. Note with respect to claim 10 , 

58. Meier does not expressly teach: 

59. The method of claim 1 , wherein the graphical representation comprises real time 
animation. 

60. However, Yonts teaches: 

61 . The method of claim 1 , wherein the graphical representation comprises real time 
animation (col. 2, line 64 - col. 3, line 1-52). 



62. Note with respect to claim 18 , claim 18 is similar in scope to the claim 10, thus 
the rejections to claim 10 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 18. 
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Response to Arguments 

63. Applicant's arguments, see (pg 12, line 21 - pg 13, line 4), filed 5/5/2006, with 
respect to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 1, 14, 20 and 23 under 35 USC 103 have been 
fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 

64. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in 
view of Meier et al., Johnson and Yonts. 

65. However, note with respect to claims 1, 14, 20 and 23 , 

66. Meier et al. teaches: 

67. The act of adding or deleting a particular axis for display is the equivalent to 
determining/selecting a plurality of parameters, as recited by applicant (col. 4, line 8-12). 

68. The different computer skills shown in FIG 6 are the equivalent to 
dividing/assigning the plurality of parameters into data groups, as recited by applicant 
(col. 6, line 15-21). 

69. The axes 130 representing each computer skill are the equivalent to the plurality 
of partitions, as recited by applicant (col. 3, line 56-63). 

70. The markers 150 on each axis is the equivalent to mapping the data groups to 
corresponding nodes on the plurality of partitions [marker 150] , as recited by applicant 
(col. 6, line 5-7) 

71 . The set of lines 1 60 that connect each marker 1 50 are the equivalent to indicia 
graphically connecting the nodes, as recited by applicant. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David H. Chu whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
8079. The examiner can normally be reached on M-TH 9:00am-7:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mark k. Zimmerman can be reached on (571) 272-7653. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



273-8300. 



DC 




MARK ZIMMERMAN 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



